066 9%%

—_—
ee—
e
—

p———

——]

iy

IR

(5

. UL
0 T
O
) ot

Ly e

ey Yearo

O

s

o= 0D

&y K
o —_—

)
(1)
&L %

e s

9 e
ﬁ,x\v £

Uawer 9 amres

(3 M

.&..fL howtm Nrzia
0 Sfn
\ Ll
A O

-
S
ME.. A;.w..v
e Tkt
" m ~
comm 4

>

sr:
o
o
Bows
aor ("

n...?_rt

S

g

@

o
£
vz
ey,

by

Hian

(i

wfaent

oxmer 3

A
1
L

"
ﬁ.,r;

b

b da

oy
. eana

et

L

)
P

Ny
[Tpem
¢

!

® cmuoe

€.

® s

e

Wi e

Y
(3

b

S revicw

ivis movinio from

£33 85

ey

ni
unsafe huilding

ae three fsoiors ic be co

(8

re

factors, the move is warranted. GAQ

Th
move:

e avail
move

<; th

~

[w]

we

S

&

ot

]
1

unsafe bl

na
e hY

A

RN

H

P

(]
kR

w3 i L

¥
5
Iy

sn0sed

I
~ 7~
1,7

L N

¢

L

-

e

3

g

£
A

cal :

ONoMY

to 5 years.

L

(O
1

e f

’

JUL

-~

[ .

262875 |09 ?;?j



- gt _mym e ¢ e = B —

t GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES

WASHIRMGTORN, DG, 20809
g s
R-183144
D - 3, o 1 ~ ~ 14~ & - ] b3
The Honcrable Charles Hol. lilethias, Jdr.
“ <3 g o
\ Univeg States Senste

Cear Senator Mathias:

T eport 1S in tesponRse S your Januarv 31, 19?5,
regues t we investigate the Lnvironmental pProtecticn
Agency oposed transfer of pesticide lsooratories fror
Belisv e, Marylana, to {incinnatl, Ch:ic. As vyeour office
agreea, we have alsc investigsted the proposed transfer of
pesticide laboratories from Washirgton, D.C., because thesze
iaboratories are scnedulea to be transferred te Clncinnoti
with the Beitsville lzboratories.

As your office agrecd, we met wity Acerev officiels tr
obtain their cral comments on ocur - .70, o wo hove
recognizos tNelZe Comnents, Lo o tue oot oarce. ot n
fipalizing this repore,

We are 3ending copics cof tnis se..rt 1o the Sr“::p AN
3

House Com.itices on Covernrment Gnerar:ont 7. etiroLricotions -,

and to thc Environmentzl Protectien Agoncy,

i

Comptroller General
cf the Unitec States



DIGEST
CHAPLER

1

Z

APPENDLX

Il

11l

1v

PR

Contents

INIRGDUCTION
Qffice 0f Pesticide Prograns
Scope of review

EPA'S JUSYTIFICATION FOR THL PROPOSED
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ROLLLR GENRRAL'S EUVIROHMENTAL PROTLCTION AGENCY

T TO ift. HONORABLE TRAWSFLRE OF PESTICIDE

bl ¢ a £ As A STV T RO TnD T ALy R ST I Al e 3 s ol O a4

Lo IO, MMV ATLe0y JUe g LADUIRIULIILD Uit DRLLSVILE e,

D STATES SEKATE HARYLAND, AND WASHINGTON, D.C.,
TC CloCINGATT, OHIO, SHOULD B
RECON,LIDERLD

or of its ¢ ;x -
le and 1t h
Cincinnati. Tn_ trdﬁSL r, involy
£, is scheduvled for completion by
this year.

The Agency's reason fOr moving the Beltsville
laboratories is that the buildings in which thevy
are honsad have major satety daficiencies. Jus—
tification for transier of the washington labo
ratories 1s not entirely clear, 3lchouan the
Agency has guectioned NC bulidini's cafety,
Three factors w ... consisercd:  zciety, cost, on
prograrmatic effeces. The vlunned move 1nvolves
the tranzfer from buildings n the Lachington
Beltsville area that &¢ net, accoraing to Lhe
Agency and 3 private inSurantoc contrector, reet
structurel sefety standardc for high-liezerd lab-
oratory operations to buildings in the Circinnat
area that,., the Agency and its contractor said,
have the same type of problem.

The Department of Agriculture, which owns and
operates the Reltsville federal acility, told

GAOQ that it considered the building cited by the
Agency as having major uorecy Griiciencics to be
one of its safest in the Beltsville compiex. In
fact, Agriculture employees occupy most of this
buirlding,
The justification for the move on the basis of
safety is not convincing,

cost
involved

The Agency has given Mempners ol Congress
information on the various altornatives

if the laborastories stay in Beltsville or if the

transfer to Cincinneti, &3 propuscd. It hec con

"cluged that the econonic factors, ~lona ith the

ca b ndry FambAras indicatne a3 mos U 10 warrantad

DO L Ly Igltor Dy Lilla 23-G vy G L watr g Teed,
KLbL=-7

. Upon removal, the report
ate should be noted hereon,

um
[

includirg many nign—hazard leboratories

=

¥



Cost information available does not support this
ontention. Some of the cost factors included
were ecrroneous, some were highly cuestionsble,
ana others were not considered. The cost factors
provided indicate that a cost “‘1ﬂq, would
result from staying at Beltevi'!. . nt mndifying
the existing buildings. 1. . t made
a complete and valiad cost tis ro-
posed move,

ic results of such
ct the pesticias labo-

¢
v o thao Ananhu'r_
ne <y

r
a move will adversely aff
f=d

rateories invelved and pogsibly \ger

entire pesticide program. GAO cuestioncd
affected employees ana determined that only a
few of these highly qualified employecs planned

to move to Cincinnati.

An Agnncv official saigd that two varticuler
employees who would not transfer could never

be replacec because they are world-reknown
specialists in their fields. According to
Agency oificicls, there will be @ 2- to S5-year
Gisruption in the effectivensss ana eificiency
¢f the laboratory work beceuse of the disrup-
tion of expesriments =3ng the time neeneld to train
persons recruited to fill vacancies resulting
frow the move.

in all, the proposed transfer does not appecar to
be justified in view of the program disvuptions
and exgonses which will resule.

The proposea transfer has not been properly
planned or coordinataed. There is & serinus Jack
of communications between the employees poten-
tially scheculed to move, headouarters officials
in Washington administratively involved in the
plan, and Agency officials in Cincinnati admin-
istratively involved,

The Acting Director of the Acency's Facilities
and Support Services Division, after reviewing
GAGC's cost aaalyeis, tcid GAO that the traensfer
from Beltsville arnd Washingtun to Cincinnati
could not e justiZied on the basii of economy.
{Sec p. 34

=
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RECOMMENDATIONS

On the basis oL the ecnnomic, safety, eonc preo-
grammat ic reasons discussed in this r
recommends tnat the Administrator of the Agency
reconsider Lhe progHsed lanoratory transter,
Concerning the Ayency-Gwnsd Tait Center n
Cincinnati, GAO recommends that the Adninictra-
tor of the Agency reqguire the Director of his
Facilities and Support Services Division to
explore the posgibility oi turning the Tent
over to the food and Drug Administration,
becaise the Administration has inaicated that
it could use the entire Center.

(TS

ct

er

fad



[—

ke

CHAPILR 1

&t the reguest of 3znator Charles ¥Ncl. Mathias, Jr.
(see app. I}, we reoviewed the circumstances surrounding the
proposed transfer of certain Lnvironmental Protection Adgency
{(EPA)} laboratories located in U.S. Denartme 't of Agricultur

{(USDA)-owned space at the AQFLCUILUF01 Research Center,
Belisville, nar,}anc, &nWa Wasnington, D.C., 10 TPA-owned
facilities in Cincinnati, Ohio. The proposed transfer of
tnese laboratories, wiich are organizationally iocated in
EPA's Oftice of Pesticide Prograns (JPP), is to be com-
pleted vy September 1, 1Y75, and involves the following

loboratories and positions.

Pecsiticas involwved

Laboratory Location in the proposea rmove
Analytical Chemistry Beles 14
G f\_;_i(\‘lf)rj\_/ eite 19
keference Stancards washi 3
Speciat! Investigaticns Wwaght 3

Totel 30

LrA exercises the principal regulatory ana research

functions of the Federal Government over pesticides. This
responsinility was transferred praincipally from USDA, elona
with the responsible orqantzdtxonal elements, to EPA on
December 2, 1970, purscant to Recrqganization Plan o, 3 of
1970, which esta!] chﬂn £ra.

OFEICE QF PEST

ICIDE PROGRAM
QPP is responsible for LPA'S pesticide asctivities,
Threough its four divisions--Registration, Tecnnical Services,
Criterie end Lvaluction, and Operations--0F? develops and

carries out plans and programs to reqgulate pesticiaes,

There were four lsboratories involveog in the move at
the time of our review. The Technical Services ivision is
responsiple for the Micronioloay and Analvtical Chemistry
Labcratories which are located in Beltsville, and the keg-
istration Division is responsible for the 3pecial Investi-
gations and Reference Standards Laborateries which are
located in Washingten.



Reglstratiun Divisicon

This diviciun 75 responsicle for regicter-ne all
pesticides so as to incure humon safety and protection of
envircnmental cualitv and for =a¢ tab;;sh na tolerances for
pesticide residues in or on foouw and foodstulfs, The
division also 1dentifiec the neou for now standards ana
guidelines applicacle to the registration process. The

threc laboratories the diviczicn operates are all located
in USDL's South Agricultnre Building in Washirgton,

Laboratory function
Special Investiastions Makes snort-term tnvestiace-
{note a} ziens of juestions of pesti-

cicve resivues for which
tclerances nave been set.
These inves *10>+1cn= are the
z2cis for any remedial action.

Refererce Stancarcs develorps, mainteing, ana dizg-
(rnoce a) Lrtoutes Lesticides-testing

criteria one detertires tie
purtty of ovesticide zamples
zubmltted.

knalvtical rietnoas takes laboratory trials to
validace ara informally ap-
- x s ¥ PR O SO N Erm Akt Py
I 2YT ~ 31T 11T [R AL e ALY AC AW BN > RS i & 2
ing verious pesticides,

asSchenuled oo e transteriea to Cincinnoti,

ServiCces wvivision

Tnis diviction is responsiols for troviding technicatl
gata ora inforoation on sesticiaes to orner divisiors ip
OPP and to outsice greps. In 1ts monitoring program 1t
assesses pesticiqa: resiaces in air, water, soil, crops,
liveztack, and tuat ) o inals and the effectes on
[
¥

ot
o

’)()rv’

hunane of ecxoousire 1G5, 't «ls0 develocs scien-
tifi1c vublications ¢ e pesticiaes program ana

develops and maintains testine criteria tor pesticides to
suppore FPA's research anna rEg‘latorv activities. Accora-

YRR (U /)

ing to the crief of the division's laberatorics, no othey
Federal or stete laboratories are doxnc the same tvpes of
aboratory worx a2 the ogivicion's la"(r*“or1 5. Tho nine
laboratories the aivicion cperntos zre:
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tcological Honitorino
EntomCciogy
Micreohiclaogy (note
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» Slveron = &
OFLNWEST
Siologicszl
Investigations
@gcheiulel to bhe trz

Coliccts,

characterizes,

ana distributes chemie-
try referance stangards,
Mokes chemicel investig
ticns c¢f problems ana
emergencies,

Monitors the effects o
pesticides on eir,
water, animalc, plonts
and cther nratural
resources,
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Lvaluates producis te
used Tolt¥e
disintec
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agents, for appolice-
tion Lo inanimate

materials or surfaces
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Develops stendard
hiologicel-testing
procedures for use as
guidelines for pesti-
cide registrants.
Lvaluates the cffec-
tiveness of pesticide
progucts and devices,
This laboratarv's
activities are devoteg
primartly to pesticide
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Laperatory Fu.czion

Pharmacology

in the environment
of humans &nd animals

LOCat ion

¥

Beltsvi!le

Plant Biclogy Lvaluates pesticilde Beltsville
products for biological
activity to determine
whai effect they have
on plants,

Product Arnalysis Beternines that the Bay 5t.
active ingrazodients in Louis

a product conform to
the statements on tha
lakel.

-

EPA &1
cffices o T in
OPP but w area.
A1l three labo-
ratories

Descriptions of the Beltsville facilities currentlvw
housing the laboratories involved in the propcsed transfer
fcliow.

--Butlding 225. ‘Phis one--story masonry and frame

structure, which USDA owns and lecsfes to EPA, houscs
EPA's ?harracalojy Laboratory. Th2 buillding aas
approximately 2,430 squarc feet of space which igs
used almost entirely for latoratury space.

-~-Building 306.
structure, FEPA leases half of
one laboratory on the

i

USDA owns this three-story masonry
che first
thiro flood for

floor and
its Analytical

Chemistry Laboratory,

The EPA-occuplied space in

this builading

s approximately 4,700 sguare feet

and is used almost entirely for lahburatory space.
--Build.ng 406. This one~story masonrv structure has i
three wings which are interconnected by short pacgane
ways. USDA owns the buildizwy and leases it . Erd
for its Hicrobloloay Laboiatory. The buildi Ag has
approximztely 1 G620 sorare feet of space which 13
used almost enticely for laborestery sre

X":ai:Q:anu
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2 gescription of another builaing ot Belesville which
EPA is consicering as 2n alternative locetion for one cf the
affected laboratories follows.

~—uu11&1ng 409. USLA owns the one-ctory masonry struc-

ture and leasec it to ErA. The buildina has apprcx-
imztely 1,740 sguarce f2¢ct of space which DPA current-
ly uses for storage.

Descriptions of the proposed facilities in Cincinnatt
tc which the affected laberatories could e trensferred
follow.

~-~The Taft Cznter. The four-s ick structure,

cwnea Ly EP/, presently rolds § peoplc out het a
capacity of 400 pecple : nt o he building
is laboratory space ana is office spvace.
——-:l.‘)- D‘H”Q A"D—IUC fa —bLUi--)r b‘_. lc"l;(
structure i~ privat is leased to EPA
{chrough the Genera ministraticon).
The builcing presen imately 260
peoplile but hae & ca r=opl 60
pervent ¢f Lhe builo space end 490
percent is cffice s

——ihe new IPA FaCiiity. The seven-story ReSOnry SLruc-
ture 13 being consiruciid for krA to house nost of
EPFA'L employces now 1 Cincinneti. 1he boildinag,
whiclh is echeduled [or cowpletion by Septermber 15,
1975, will hold spproxinstely 600 people; &0 percent
of the building will b= laboratory space and 40
percent will be office spece.

We mage our review at LPA's wasninaton heacuuarters,
the laborateries in Beltsville ana Washingten, ana the pro-
posea labeoratory locations in Cincinnsti. e cent auestion-
naires to the aifecteu emplovees to determine the impact
of the vroposed uransfer -on their persongl ond professional
lives

we examined the costs of refurbishinag the existi-oc
facilities; the costs of relcceting the emplovees; and the

cost saving, if any, resultinq from the trensier. e elsc
analyzeda Lea's justilication for the trensier, tre disrup-
ticn ol the programs of the laboratories in cuestion, the
irpact on other U.§5. Government agencies and private
corpc-ations, the concition ¢f available facilities n
Cincinnati, &and the plannes use ¢L tne vacsIla Space.

[¥2}
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We reviewed pertinent documentation anc discussged the
impact of the provosed transfer w.th appropriate officials
in EPA, USDA. and the Food angd Drug Administoation,

i
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CHAPTLR 2
EPA'S GUSTIFICATION SOR THE PROPOSED MOVE
T T T IS CUESTICNABLE -

EPA nas justitieo the proposed imove to Cincinneti
the basis tnat such a move will be economical anu will
vige the laioratories with sate facilities.

Studies by buth DPMA anag 2 contrattor EPA hireg hav
concluaec that the Beltsville facilities housira two of
OP's laboratories are unsaie but inat tie space to whi
IPA plans to transfer tre laboratories in Cincinnati al

s unsefe,

EPA based itg coaclusion tnat the move will be eco
ical on data thet was either guestionable or incorrect.

URCArL i;(

The fiscal year 1972 Acricslture~Lnvironrental anc
Consumer kProtoection Subecoprirtes renort of the ﬁouge Cormi b
tee op Apnropr .tion3 alrected the Aaministrator of LPA to
aevaloD o lahnratnry plen responzive £0 1is envirennenitsl
mission, ssrng consolidacion of EPA activities, The
plan, calied the 1972 laboratory plan, was issved in
Wwovewber 1972 ond concluded, amonra other things, .nat:

~-Cach EPA region shoulce be provided with safe labo-
rateory f{sci1lities aceouate Lo mect immediate necdas
as woell as future program growth.

--LPA rescarch laboratories should be consolidateu on

a programmatic basis, to concentrote scientific
capabilities in a minimun number of locztions.

-~h National whvironrental Festicide Center snould be

establishes at 1ts test faciiity at Bay St. Louis.

ine plen conclucea tnat the Beltsville laboratories
shoula be trancterred to the propcocea Neticnal Envircnmental
Pegticide Center, It also rohnm“eréea that the labgratories

located in the South Agriculture Building be tranczsferred

to a "suitan}c iﬁfeflm locntlon in the wWashircton, D.C.,
area.” aAn official c¢f LPA's Factilities and Sugoe-t Serviges

on
wro-

cn
SO

nom-



were ns leng-raange plans for
Building lsporatories woula be
ted the 1972 laporetory plan and
using avoilable spece 1nsteed
uction of meler impraovements to
rlan, 1zzcuce in Maren 1474,
ol the 1v72 laboratoury plan that
--gach LPA region shoula be provicea with safe and
aovguate Eai):)r::l*(:r'; facilinies £o mest 1mmOdiats
neads as well as feture progran growth and
~-~LEFA'S rescarch leboratories snould be consolidatea
on a programratic bosis to concentrate scientific
capabilities in a minimum number of locations.
The lv74 laboratory olan also concludea that EFA snould
priority to moaifying or replacina existing laporatory
ities to bring all £PA laborateory tecilitsez in cem-
co with Jdeocugational Zotfety en< Health Administrat:on
18] ng oL Caioet STanaoroes
v} ang L.o: Salety SLInuaruc.

1he concluzion reached in the 1v72 lepboratory clan
calling ror estaplishing a wational wnvircnmental Pecsticide
Center in Buy St. Louis was celerea in tne 1574 leboratory
plan. tne 1v¥/4 laocratory plen dirccteq thet tne Beltsville
site. be retarned pecause oL ¢onaoing oesticlides proarams tied
to existing aGrLCL'turﬂi rlots ard orcnards a2t Relisville

~ H

but thet the (hemistry ano Jdicropioloav Latoratoriect
activities, wihich are not aeoararhicelly depencent on their
location, be trancferred to sale ano ageauate space to be

made aveilaple in EPA-cwnec racilitics in Cincinnati,

Lisai

Accordgina to the plen two of tne Deitsville buileinas
cccupied by LPA, housing tne Pnarmacolooy and Chepistry
Laboratories, did n.t structurelly neet OSHA ana LBPA s;f:ty
uLunuade for nigh-hazard laboratory operations. However,
Lecause 1t was determinec that opharwacology was tied proqram-
matically to its prezent lecation, 1t was declged to move
the Pnarmacolougy Leboratory into tie builaing housing the
Microbiclogy Laboratorv and move tae (lcrobic clocy Laborato.y
to Lincinnatil, Also the USDA South hariculture DBuilaina
aiu not pect OUSHA and LrA catety stondards for hth-nazérd
loboretory operations. Therelore the plan conclucdea that
the South Adriculture Building laboratories should be
transicerred tnto LPA-ownea {acilities in Cinctinneti.



Stuuics by both LPA snd its contractor heve concludead

howrver, tnet both the Beltsville and the propesed factilities

in Cincinnati are unsafe,

Safety studigi

Between December 1979 onc the fall of 1973, E¥hA'c
Safety Menagement Oflice and Facilities Manacewent Lreanen
made 56 safety surveys of various LCPA-cccupicd facilitiel,

including those at Belitsville, the South Aariculture fuilo-

1ng, and the proposca locations in Cincinnati vhere the
laboratories were to ne trancsferred. Taese surveys wore
3o~ e

to evaluate the total psoeanacy of Lue faci)

2 PP .
AaOL L1 [RFAORT}

- -
Lo

vify any serious safety problems toat needea irsedliote

On the baszsis of seriou. ceficiencies EPA discover «d
in vbese surveys, it was dec.der  let a contract tc thne
inst rance Company ot «orth America (1l¥a) to eveiuvate tne
safety of 2ll EPA fzcilitice for:

"x * * aggessing total complience with the
stancards of The Geocunationel Satety anc

4 N
Hoalen Act * * * of 1970 &5 per Sctorer in,

1972 incluaing all epplicable reviz:icns ana
all applicable provistons of other standorac
and reguirements citea tn * * * {the act},
as well e2s tune dotionel CZuiluing Coce, 1967
Egition, recommenars by the American
Insurance Asscciation.”

EPA's Safery Oiticer ai the time thig contraect war
awardaed told us tnat LPA nza contractes for tne safety
review because EPA di1d not nhave tne nonnower to undertoke
cuch 2 laraqe tesh-~reviewing alrost 100 bu i
contract, costing about 5187,50C a
1973,

3
ol
Yy
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T
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Sefetyv deticiencies ident.fied by EPA
ard IHA safety surveys o. Beltsville,

Wasnlngton, and Llnc1nnat, fac1lzt1es

Be ttaviile

EPA survey on INA survey on
Apr.l 14 anc 17, 1472 April 8 andg v, 1474
Bul.ding 306, Chemistry Buillaing 3006, Clemlulfy
Laboratory: Laboratory, did not
Lacked a sprinkler meet:
systen Fire-resistive
Ventilation system standards
inadecquate Exit requirements
Ventilaticn standards
Building 225, Pharmecology Building 225, Pharmacoloay
Laboratory: Labcratory, a0id nct aeet:
Ventilation system Constructicn standarac
Lnageguate Exi1l reauirenente
Lackea & fire-alarm ventilation starndarde
device
Building 4ub, Hicrobioloay Building 406, Microbicicuy
LaporaLory: Leborazory, 4did not roch:
ventilativ: 3ystem Fire-resistive
tnaveyguate starxuuroc
Fire-alarm device not Ex1t reguirements
present Ventilaticen standarus

Officials of USDA, the agency which owns and operates
the Beltsville facilities EPA occuples, tola us that they
-ecorsidered building 3{o--the buildina occupied by EPA's
Analvtical themistry Laboratory and cons:icerec oy LPA as
the most unsate-—one of the satest facilities of the Belts-

ville complex.

Although USDA officials feel there are ninor sasfety
deficiencies in the buildinuys in cquestion, they do not feel
the building {building 306) is unsare fcor nigh-hezeard
leboratery work. UsSBs hos high-hazard leboratories in

puilding 306.

Accorcding to a U3SDA otticial, if LEPA vacates the
buildings at Beltsville, which it identified as unsste,
USDA will placz some of its laporatories in the vacated
space: nowever, ULEDA e no plans for major refurbishing
ot any oI the buiid 'ngb.

g
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guishing sysiems
~ NO warnino glorm
aboratos v doorgs 4ig nok

neet ssiov” standerds

According to OPP offictials, the safety problems LPA
and INA identified in the South Agriculture Buildina appear
to be less serious than originally reported in the studics,
UsStba’s Facilities staff told EPA that the safety deficien-
cies identified in these facilities coula ce corrected with
a minimum of expense.

cin ~innotr Toootionrs whore o r

14 -~ e v
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LEa is considering two existing facilities 1n Cincin-
nati--the Taft Center and the Fidee Avenue facility--us
possible locations to house the laborctories LEPA also
considered anot! acility, to Le conp;syed :n Scptenmbery
1975, i cation for the laboratories.
racil Services Division officials chlde
that would be temporarily located in the
Ridge and eventually moved permanently
to the Ta Et Center.

Both EPA and IHA ccnaucted safety surveys
two locations as discussed below.

=
=T
=
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n
D
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VEA
Otficials of EPA's
Facilities and Support
Services Division told
us they made safety
survevs on the Cincinnati

locations on the follow-
ing dates.
Taft Center 7/21/71
§/16772
Ridge Avenue T/27/71

6/ 2/72

EPA was unable to provide
us with ccpies of these
surveys, A former LPA
Safety Qitficer who made
the surveys told us that
the EPA surveys disclosed
geficiencies similar to

o o I S 3

- Ty ® $ A :
i 20T Liwiy raaerly l_ | S S S % Y

12

Ridge Avenus

INA

-
-
<

ter—--Surve
n August 2
mber 11, 19
e~'e51at1vo
standaras 1nedecuate,
Doors open inwerd,
therefore not allcw-
ing fast egress,
prinkler system only
in basement.
Ve ent ilation system
SGEUUBEQ e

1

"Tatt
mocderate-
chan 1ges ta

Conclusion:
would recuirz
1Y extensiv:
the heating, ventila-
tion, and air conditicon-—-
ing svster and specific

physicel structure
modif1ca?to": ‘or the
purpose cf improving
fire resis*avity, fire
extinguishment and con-
trol, anao life sgsafety.”

ili
ventilation syst
inaneguate,

NO avtomatic, remote

alarm system,

Conclusion: "To gual-
ify this structure for
continued use as a
high~hazard occuvancy
would require major
structural chanaes,

It would not be
economically feasible

to moaify this
structure.”
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"er

"1975 (see app. 1I), LPA concluded that the Cincinn

EPA'S DLCISION TO MOVE 70 CINCINNATI
BASLD ON_ QUESTIONABLE DATA

=PA officials have identified three pcssible slterna-
ives to the Cincinnati move, wnich would result in the
subiect Beltsville leboratories' vemaining in thair presoent

location.

--Consctructing a new laboratory building in Beltsvi'le
which would house both the Analytical Chemistry éna

the Pharmacology Laborateries, The Micrabiolcay

Laboratory would remein at its present location,

building 225, which houses the Pnarmacol-
ogy Labo ¥, ana constructing an addition to
existing age building 409, which would houze

the entire Analytical Chemistry Laboratory. The
Microbiology Laboratory would remain at its present
location,

--Modifying both nuilding 306, which currently touzes
the Analytico. Chemistry Leboratory, and builadina

- ; . L
225, The Hicrobiolowv Laboratory would remein ot
. :

irs present locatior,

EPA ofticials identifica three options far hou,ing the
laboratories in Cincinnati,

--Move into the existira ELRA-ownced Taf
Taft Center 1is5 to he vacated v7on t
ihere move 1o a new faciliity {as vet unnamed) 1n
Septe aber 1975,

--Modify rooms itn the new Cincinpat: lehoratory ana
move to that locati

into already moaified laboratory space in the
new Cincinnati laboratory.

In a letter to Senator llathias' office, dated March 4,

oty Op-
tions were the most economicel and said ipat it wes 1n the
process of determining “the best specif.~ location in

Cincinnati for the pesticioes nroyroms.”
Some of the cost date LPA considered

n ¢
alternative was the most econonical was cuestic
incorrect,

13



Belrsvilie alternatives
The alternatives and costs stat

letzer {see app. Ll) were as feollows:
Construction of new laboratory building
Mudification ©i buildings 225 anc 4uy
Modgification ot mwviising 30u

oA provided us
various alter

At our reguest,
analysis on the natives, as
Option 1~~Construction of new building:
Design, construct, and equip
15,000 sauare feet at »100 &
square foot

Move into new building
Total
Option Z2--#eodificaticons of buildinas 225
Renovate bullding 225
2 N sanore feear v S 2R 4
EAF LN ST ey L8200 ol DL 4
sguare ifcot
Modilfy and equip bulldina 409y

1.70€ sguare fecr at 525 a
sauere foot

Construct and eoauip addition to

building 409, 2,600 sauare feet
at 5100 a SQuaxe icot

Move into building 40%

Reimburse USDA for use of facilities

Total
Option 3--Modification of btuilding 306:

Reneovate existing bulleing ventilation

systemn, 30,000 sauare f{cet at 525

a saguare foot
#odify butlding for improvec
protection and egress
Reimburse USDA for use of

{ire
focilities

Total

We erxamined these cost estimates

14

with more det
3
£

ed in the Harch 4, 19

$1,5006,000
590, °Uu
i,ouvd,00u
atl
oWs

fol

$1,506,000

ana 4§09

™~

56,000
4,000

260,000
16,060
165,000

S 750,000
105,000
_165.000
$1,026,C00

in detail,



The $1.5 million includes $I00,000 2lready appropriatea
by the Congress and spent {for design of this fecila
this $100,000 deducted, the cost is actuglly S1.4 m
or about $93.33 a square foot,

LPA Facilities and Support Services bivision officials
told us that 510U a square foot war an cducateo guess., e
contacted USDA oificials tor an estinute of the cost to
builga such a building. The estimates ranced from S840 a
square foot to $80 a souare foot. Thu. the Federal agency=~
USDA-~that owns and operates tbe Reltoville & ate
that the cost would be between S600,000 ana §

USPA officials told us that LPA haa not conta
their estimates.

Therefore, if the estimate of 5%3.%% a sauare fool isg
correct, the maximum cost of this facility would be oabout
$1.4 million; if the USDA estimate of 340 a2 sovuzre (oGt 1t
accurate, the facility could coze o 1ittle

-~

. e
an wuldu,ult,

Option Z--Modifications of
sutlaings 225 and 409

The same guestion IS velsed here ot wos raeised aboat
the $100 a~sguare-foot estimate~--nossihle geguction of 20
percent to 60 percent of the cost., TiA estomated S286,000
for the 2,800-scuare-foct additicn to Luilding 40%; USDA
S

timated between 3112,000 and $224,000.
Since the $165,000 includes the EPA costs for using
all the facilities at Beltsville, onlv that which is
allocated to the Chemistry anc Pharmacology Laboratories
should be includea here. The Chemistry and Phermaccloay
Laboretories' part of the 3165,000 is apuroximately $SY, 0G0
therefcre the difference between these two tigures ($106,000)
sttoula be subtracted from the cost of this option.

Thus EFA's cost estimate of $550,04U0 15 cucstionable.
Based on data providea to us, perhaps a +ore realistic
estimate would be botween 276,000 ane 533%,0u0, Tnerciore,
if the estimate of $93.33 a sguare [ool 15 accurate, the
raximum cost ol this cption would be 5425,000: if the USDA
estimate of $4U a square toot is accurate, the cost of this
option could be as low as 3276,000.

15
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Option 3--Modificaticn of building_ 306

-

INA estimated that the total cost ftor co
ciencics it identified for this building would
However, EPA's Satety Officer told us he did not believe
IkA had dorne an agcguate job in its satety survey of thas
building. He said that the $1,020,009 c¢stimate was his
cducated guess, based on his kpowledge of the facility.

$)
>

*

Agaia, the 5165,080 cost for the use of facilities
should bz only that which 1s assigned tc the Chemistry
Laboratory, which is $40,00, or $125,000 less than the
$16,,000. Therefore, the maximum cost ¢ thig option 1s
the EPA eostimate based on an educated guegs of 31,020,030,
less the $125,000. 1If the INA estimate is correct, this
option could cost as little as $145,000.

In its slarch 4, 1975, letter, EPA also orovided cocst
estimeles of the tnree alternatives tn the Cincinnaty area
where the Uhemiztry ana dMicrobiolcegy Laborgtories coulo be

wetrtfying rooms or the existins

Isft Center &g moving €o ohat

iocation $34%,000 to 3507,0060
Mouifying tne new Cincinnati

loboracory andg meving to that

location $275,000 to $437,000
tfoving into alreedy eguipved

laboraccry space in the new

lhuilding 545,000 to $207,(9%0

The above three estimates includca costs of woving some
eguipment frem Beltsvilie and of moving emplovees. LPA
expiained these costs as 10llows:

“These data provide for moving some cauvipment from
Belusville and for coeste of employee moves, For
cxanmple, the renae of $45,000 to 5207,000 is indi-
cateu beceuse the actuel number of ‘hplO/t >S5 to
relocate 1s unknown and entitlement to relocation
costs will vary. ifi ail cmployees move, and 21i
ar ADTe QWNRers recelvinag maxisnum rotnbursement for
recl ectate settlemont costs, tne high fioure will
e cloce.  If cone-half move, and recetve averane
CO5t reimnursenent oSy LN LUr eXDed 1enad . Lhen
the low lLigure will pe close.

16
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5234 ,000
moeve cnployees and speciel
eguipment tro73 Be tsvilie 9
cinernnatt:
1} persons at estimatea minimur
relocation coOste~-545,030
2} persnnus at estimated maximum
relocation costs--$207,000

Tocal $275,000 to sS427,
Move into eguipped spacc in new
laboratory buillding:
fiove empioyces anc special
cqguipmenst from Beltsville to
Cincinnati:
11 rersons at estimated minimum
relocation costs--345,0400
z}l persons at estimatcd Maxinmum
relocation costs—--~5207,000

Toral 545,000 to 5207,Cu0

)
~
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ePA has decided to move the laboratories into the
existing Taft Center, Wi onalyzea that oetion's coste,

Laft Center

INA ezstimated the cost te correct the ventilation
system deficliencies al the Tatt Center to be $3.4 million
and the total cost Lu coricvct all the deticiencles te br
about $4.4 million, KPA oificials tolog uvs they thouahkr INA
was much too strict in ils criticism of the Tait Center.

Facilities and Suppurt Services Division orticials to.d us
they felt a wore realistic fiqure would be $300,000 for
each floor to corricy the ventilation svstem nlus 62, 008
for each floor to correct other deficiencics {(or a total
cost ot $1,448,000 tor four floors) which had not beon

included in tnc fiarch 4, 1375, letter.,
1z also estimated tnat the Beltsvailie

y 1-1/2 floors of the teit Center. ‘there-
5t to refurbish this area will Le about
L0000 more then the LPA estimate. They said
ces fram the washingtor, D.C.,, laboratories
would need abou! holi v {loor, Therefore thv total cost to
renovate the Toft Center will b anoot 5724 20Uy,

EPA ofticials have told us thet they were not sacisiied
with the INA survcy stucies completed wn etthier Beltsville
fr Cincinnati. ey thouant the I8A estimetes of the costs
c (elurblbh the Belisviile facilities too low end the
in c innati cestimates touo tianh, As noted abeve, however,
he eat estimates thae LPA coulu gilve us in some instences
re “"educated gurissed” ur werce incomplete., In addition,
we noted that two of tho three people moking the IHA evalu-
ations in btoth lucatione were the seme peouple, INA'es fire
protection spectalist and 1ts industrial hyatene consultant,
It seems unlikely that these two people would have erred in
such opposite direstions,

e e C

Additional costs not conticured by LPA
Many costs which woule be incurred 1t the proooced
transfer takes ploce bhave net bien developed and therefore
could not have bren consideres by EFA msnagement. Examples
cf such costs not Joveluwed are the costs ot recrutting sng
training persons te (i}l eoxpectes vacencies, purchos ing
eauipment necessary hecausnce ot the trensfer, and contracting
out to private laborotertes to coemolete necessary rasearch

which EPA would nct be able to complete because of vacanc:es.

18
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LvA officials informeu uc that wverv few crployees)
mainly Lf(miStS, pianned to move to Cincinnati, uUtlbictians
in OPP did not have cost da;a for recruttina and trainitn
chemicts negdeu to i causeu by tnc move,
Anhhrn-nn to hn«h EPA an - , - ¢

years to tratin &
by EFA chemists 2
PR

- . . .
e “ [ I

(22N ]
)

r b
tG do the type oL work beina cone
1lle and 1 the South Aayirculturce

o

At the time of our review, LPA had noco determinens whot
ecuinment aioht be transferred to (incinnsti. becouse the
laboratories at Beltsville anu the sSouth Agricuelture suetla-
ing have 1nterfaced for so long on an alwoct datly Dbasis
with other LPA laboratoriec in the same acneral locot:ion,
officials in the laboratories have tolu us thoy hoeve Sharsdg
each other's eguiprint so much that it ts impoccinle, in
somne cascs, to deterrine what cauipment cnoulo stay and wha,
shoulc be trancferred to {inc'nnati. However, FEA ot faoat
tele us that 1t the move was maue Lt woula aeve 4, aur L
Cate noad G L3 wusl CXpensSIve coullblont «Lich fFUil 5ty

n the remaining Beltsville end waghingloun lataratorice,

We were unable 0 Jdoterfrine wnagl cuuipmoent munt o be
purchasce tn Cincinnati, f the wove 15 maus; however, Lyha
cgffictals tolu us tnat the valuc ob thi mcjor laburatory
couipment-—exclucing cuch 1tews a8 glascware and small
l13boratory implements--to he trenslerreo weo sbout 650,006,
LEA offici1als sata tnat an unknown part of tnis Ccaulpmeont

T

woulu haove to be purchasea il tne muve was meae,

Contractlnc

if, as expected, wany ol thne currunt letorztory

comployees do not choosce to transter to Ciacinnetil, LA wil}
st1ll neve the laboratory functions but pnot the experioencod
employees to fdo the work. Because of Cheso vacanclens ana
tne leck of eiperienced ermnlovecs to {111 them, LEA o[-
cials nave »&.0d on many Cecasions tpat Lt will be necesneory
tor LPA to contrac: out with privete loboratoriec for the
necescaury tests eng analyscee., LIPA coula net cstnmere the
extert or cousts of thesce scrvices,

ly



CHAPTER 3

POSSIBLE ADVERSE
L

PROPOSED

The proposed transier could result in the loss of
uniguely gualiticd stzsff and could adversely affect other
Government agencies and other organizations that routinely
dea’ with FPA's pesticide laborstories.

LUSS_OF_UHIGUELY QUALIFIED STAFE
According to EPA's plan, 30 of the 32 laboratory posi-
nsfer

tione are to he itra

fed to Cincinnati. At the time of
our review, LPA hod not identified thie 2 positions which

were ot Lo be transierrea. Also EPA hac not tried to deter-
mine htw many ol the 32 employees occupying those positions
were pl:nning to trensfer to Cincinnati. In fact, before our
reviev "1 of the 32 affccted employees were not even aware
thet a move was to take place.

~f
1t L

We sent these 32 employees a cuectionnaire to determine
what coffects the transior wouolo nave on shelr poroenal andg
professional lives,.  Sere ¢f the GQUCSLICNS 3nU SRSWers wero:

Bo you plan to move?

Letinlte ves 5
Definite no 6
No, L I cen fing Jj0> in
pesticides area 6
po, if I can find job in
any {ield 12
Undecided 3

Do you feel you are working in unsafe conditions?
Yes 4
tio 25
Unanswered 3

will EPA cxperience difficulty in replacing those
who «¢o not transter?

Yes 25

ity 5

UnknGwn 2

w1ll move cause setback in the work of

' Yes 26
Ho 4
Lnxnown 2

20



poes the D.C. 3irea have pesticide work-related
advantages overs Cincinnati?

Yes 26
No 4
Unknown 2
The guestionnaires returned to us shewed that only a
few of the employees plannea to trancfer to Cincinnati;
only one of the supervisors planned to transfer. At the

Beltsviile laborerories alone, this could result in e losy

to EPA of emplovyecs having a total of over 100 year ' exveor-
ience in the pesticide area,

The Director, Te crn 1cal Services Divigsion, said tnat
two employees who he was sure would not trengier could never
pe replaced because they are world-reknown sgecialists an
their fields.

According to estimates division officials aeve us,
there will be at least a 2- to 5-vear disruption in the
effectiveness and efficiency of the laboratory worx becouse
of the time neegeu to train persons recruitea to 11l vacen-
cies resulting from the move. Tne piregtsr ¢4 LLLA's
agriculture Pesticiae Degraaatilon Leboratory in Beltsvill

substanticted this estimate

?;'(J‘Jl 'f-‘ U' T"H uu\.L_}nJ:L_.nT AacbinCiLE

Vorious Government ofliic
a

haun

z2le familiar with pesticide
ork have told us that theo n ‘qton, 3.C., area ts known
as the "pesticide capital of woria."” [he reesons given
were that laws concernina thpe reaulatlon of resticiaes arc
conceivea and develooed here; many of the major pesticiae
menufacturers huave their main otfices, or at least crencn
offices, here; and other Government agencies, such és L3DA
anc the Fooa and Drug Acwministration {(FiUA), tave thear
laboratories with pesticide expertise here.

1
S
th

The Director of USDA'3 Pesticide Rearaaation Laborotorw
tola us thet tne transfcr would be detrimenta) to EPA's and
USDA's jolnt ectforts. (See app. III for a 1lizst of coopera-

tive ciforts of Lhe two agencies.)

Iwo private organivations have excvressed concern chout
the etfects ol the proposcd transicr. In a letter dated
ymarcn 12, 1975, the Wational Agricultural Chemicals Associa-
tion tola EPA's Ass1stant Auministrator ior Later ana
Hazardous Materials that it was:
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dated February 117,
contrecl Ofticials

This
tion,

us tnat,
discussed

“* * * concerned when research arceas of ilwportance
€O wur 1ndustry begin e be affccted, and i1artic-
plarly wvhen they seem to be in danger ol be'ing
dissipated. Ii salety 1is the priumary concern it
seems fo me that it wou'd Le wizZe U7 3tady the
cost factor ol making the prescnt labor sbor

safe vs. the cost invoivea 1 wovinag v lzbora-
tories and thes peopl. (r Jincinnety.”

Adiinistrator
AMRerican Pesticide

I PA Assistant
Asscctation of

to the zamye
1975, tne
satd that:

In a let:er

"E F % gyuch action fthe iransier] would versy
Tikely disrupt to sume oxtent, or a2t least -
render more diftircult our couorcrative otiorts.”

crganization was concerned tecause, at tts 1974 conven-

the following agrecmonts wore reocched.

-~The Belteville chemiztry leboratory weould comelete a
new chiemizts’ menual which would scecify chemical peth-
oot of onglyces {0 coppero vl e e de togp Y ot 1er e,

—--EPA ana Huate Coetrte 0l UDe 3500157 0T wad i

s ey Sty —
Wt ld e aavan

establish o tralning pradl e, wh1ch
istered by the Chemvotry Lab

-~Tne Chemistry Laboratory would assict State lanora-
tories 1n anaxvzing certaewn formulatiors wiore there
were contested actions,

~~Tne Chemistry Laboretory weoula s 7 vesticides
stancards to be useq in {ormualation analysec,
Oftficials of the Technical Services Divaisien have told
1f{ the trancter tak.e cooverative ettarts
ahove could e er boeg w22 rontns.

prloacn, the

ruch, as Zu

In ciosina, the asosoctiation told EFA thot:

“Ihe location of 2 laspderatory 'nowthe vacninaton,
2.C, areca nas certaim adveprtaaer such as ready

tacitlities of

Likew1Tio,
LA e sunmitted by

accessibiliity o “Crentists and
otner toderel r

orehlenm outside the Zcope ot
& state, 1n most cuses referral to tne wroper
laboratory (USDA, (DA, DU [Department of the
Interior}) accomplishea with o minimum

of difficuity anuv aclav., Tnis 18 moct noloful to
the state seeking ossistance.”

ZEIVIRTR PR
Y I VAR A

can be



We noted that, in at least one instance, EPA 3a-.d another
‘ederal agency were experiencing problems that could be
compounded by the move. On February 10, 197>, EPA's Regis-
tration Division received a letter from FDA concernina “a
potentially serious oroblem FDA has been enccuntering with
the pesticide reference standards." The pesticide reference
standards were submitted to FDA by OPP's Reference Standards
Laboratory located in the South Agriculture Building.

The letter further stated that:

"The problem concerns the difficulties several

1DY lahoratories have been experiencing with

these standards. For example, some o0f the

reforence standards that are receiveg frog

EPA are five yecars 016 and their exact purity

and composition arc either not known or verv

guestionable. In other instances, we have

been ashed to restrain cur request for new

standa ds or iLor replaccments of out-of-date

stanaards.”

an offici1al 1n LPA's Registration Divicion tcla us tn
the transier would incorease the problermc identilias in the
FDA letter,

~ The Directur of the Relerence Standaras Laboratory
told us that in the past he had furnished standards to
varicus embassies of forei1an nations which are located in
Washington, D.C. He tola ©s that a transfer to Cincinnat:
woulu be cetrimental to the rapport ne had cdevelogped with
representatives from tnese foreign countries,
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CHAPYER 4

ALD

we visited the Cincinnati facilities and interviewed
various responstbile EPA officials in tne Cincinnati aerea and
found that the transfer had not been properly coordinated
petween LPA headauarters and Cincinnati. The following

compar ison ot opinions of key Washington and Cincinnatt
officials about varicus aspects of *he Lraensier illustrates
the lack of communication.
Washirgton Cincinnati
Issue undirstsnaing understanding
Reagon or justi- Safety: dofinite7y Programmatic con-
fication for not progrommat ic solication of
transfer. pecticide labora-
torv croaram in
acCcaorae” v wit?
laporatiry vlan:
noe igee thet not
all emplovees 1n
lahnratnrise are
agoing to tranc-
fer, if move ico
made,
iling of Acting Administre- Director, National
vacancies tive Officer, Field Investiga-
causea by move-- Oftice of Pesticide tions Center, is
at present only Programs, has sala aubicus about his
5 of the 30 no proplem filling erployees' asde-
employees plan vacancies by using guately fillina
to move. dationzl Fielg vecancies. At
Investigaticns the time we dis-
Conter emplovyees, cusceos this with
. X
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Issue
Planned irterim
move ko a tem-
porary location
at the Riaue
Avenve facility
until tne Taft
Center is relur-
bished.

when the
facility
plcte, LPA

plans to move
virtually all
employees now in
the Tatt Center

Yae new

oy
L

fac:lity.

Costs of refur-
bishing Taft
Center

Woshinaton

understanaing

bl
<

1oy
fron
1476
least
19%6.

Aven
citity
Jroepioer
11 at
TRERY

1

s B BN o' BN B B Sl dd

Cd 2 0N ™ =Y T
-

[
o

Ac’ .o Director,
Factilitie:

At

Suprert buetryvioen
Div ton, Sayo
only Swmall

nuwbe . of LA
cuployees (£0)
will bhe housoed
theyo,.

Acting Dircector,
Facilittien ana

Surport 3ervicesn
Division, hao

qiven us an
cstimate of
$302,000 ¢
although

tloor,
washing-

“ton wificials
have nol examined
the facility.

!
L

pen

ey rthe lahoarator yoc
1

~

Dircctor cf Aamin-
tetration 1
unawaroe of oro-
oo 1atert,
aCve. e sond it
wouid fturtner uts-

rupt the proaram,
The Chiet, Factii-

itiec

~as b= —— .",
wOUula CXPirec 1in
September and
there wore no

plans to renew 1it,

Director
etration

of Admin-~
wor bt o

fi1.) tnc butlaina
with EFA enployecs
ang posstibly some

Fea eaployers,
{(FDA has exrressed
desire to fiil

the ¢ntire build-
ing.)

Focilities Maniage-
ment, Cincinnati,
fias no ides of th.
cost, would not
give an estimate,
ana has no idea
when work will be
complete. It
nlans to hirc an
architect to deteor-
fine wnat hos to
be wone to the
12ft Center to
mare it safe for
hiah-hazary labor-
atory operaiions.



Ferhaps tne largest area of confusion ‘within EPA
concerns the reason for the move. Although the safety
geficiencies in the existing f[ecilities is EPA's official
justification for tne proposec transfer {(see app. II}), many
EPA officials have saild that the major consiceration for
the transter was to fill space to become avatilable in the
Yeft Center once a new LEFA facility in Cincinneti is com-
plete.

Because most of the 26U employees now occupying the
Taft Center are to Le transierred to the new facility when
it is complete, the Taft Center will he virtopal
An EPA occupancy plan tor the Cincinnati area d
February 27, 1975, stateoc that only 84U EPA empl
be housed in the Taft Center. Incluoed in this
the 30 positicns to be trancicried from the Eeltsva le and
South Agriculture Builaina lahoratories. A Taft Center
official told us that et une time the Taft Center housed

v

b1 .
CiL LOYCES,

We -notea several 1indications that the desire teo fill
part ot e T ot Center mriant well b & mejor reason for
the proposcd move,

A January 11, 1974, memorandum from tne LPA D.rector,
Facilitieo and support Services Divistion, to the Arssistant
Agministrorcr 1or vianning and (lansgewent stated, in part,
that:

"Ihe Task force establisted to re-evaluate the
EPL lab plan is nearing completion of its work,
One of the purposes of a new look was to see

what {f anything coulu be relocated to Cin-
cinnati to better utilize tne new lab plan and
the Taft Center.

"The functions that are canairdates for reloca-

. tion to Cincinnati are microbiology and the
chemistry support laboratory. A total of 24
posttions could be relocatead to Cincinnati,
These include 11 positions in the microbiclogy
lab anu 13 positions in the chemistry support
iab. -

"Once vyou exclude lebs which are ceoaraphically

located for program reasons there 1s little

left that could be relocated to Cincinnati."

andun mentioned that th
a

t e facitities
te, apparentl 1 f

el
as o EPA

e
Y
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e

bocatine the meworandum
the INA Salcty survey of

It is interestinag to naote that the merarandem i

mention the result: of the salety curvevs BPA hed made o
the Taft Centeor n 193] andg 1972, (tPA was unaeble to qgive

3
D

+
L

~

—_—

us copies of thene surveys, ) Heitner rid toe Remoranaun
ment:on tho INA zafots gurvey ot the Cirnctinret: foacility

B el livsy GaliOUY sBUTVEY Of L LialinnaTid ialiiily,
which was made 1n August and Septennor 1473,

The January 11, 1474, memorandun stated that FPA shoule
inform the Department of dealth, Rducation, and wWelfare that
there might be vacant spoce ir the tobt fConter for rbLp
personnel.

Wwe found that LPA hoo henn giscussing e T R

. - : e LSRR D S vty Ao A S B il U Vel d g
proliminary wasis, tne poooibtlity of FLA'sS moving come of
its empioyens into tnhe Tatt Center, FOA officials told us
that tney coula g oMY ot T wenror i 000 A L la targ

vree fecuitt o oover ot tper



e = e v afmeenrm  sey—e o s R

CHALTER O

Condi Tos G, RPECOMMERLAY Topls ATy Ac

Acvcoardin o the LA and INA salety surveye, safety
vef1orone o crnarentty o exi:t an the Beltsville
:

taviitties,  voewever, as arso oviwaenced by these safety
SHrve S0, ettt delrcrencien exist in the proposed lecation
0 o Lincinnatl Lhere the lohaoratorties are to be located.
Therofore any e to the Jincannaly facilities would

srmpl e b G Sheag the lanerotoraes from ouncole conditions to

!
Uit Ter Copd it ronag,

LAY caGiused tianoier of wne laboratories from the

Boltovitie apa the Gashington tecations has not been justi-

Ficd on the baars of eocoromy.  The cost analyses LPA devel-
opxl concernint the various asrocts of the transfer includaed
NI R L R T S A A VPR ot Nesotptrerno b, cope ot rhy

Cor st wropor i oy Leen v lorea 18 not

davatl bt

Sihoe A nas deciacd 1o transler the loboratories to
The 131t Lenter in Cindinnebl, the cogts associated with
proviaging vate tecitlities o the Yatt Center should be com-
Palvd with ties costs ol proviarng sate fecilities an
Beltrviiile, to actermine wihrtech 1s the most cconomicel.,

{n the bLasis 7t EFA'S Ccost analysis, it apposrs that
tnpe Tait Center option 15 less expensive than any of the
Belteville opticns. However, atter adjusting LPA's analysics
to retlect correct asta, it appears the least expensive
Beltsville option {g the one which tnvolves refurpishing
the Poarnacolon, Leforateory outluina (butlaina 225) ana
constructlira an cacttlon to on alreaay existing butlding at
vhe Lhottoville complex ond moving the entire Analytical
ry Lhnoratory (now o butdding 386} 1nto that

of rarurlbayashing the Tatt Ceonter to accommodate
cville loberatoricen woule be gbont 543,000,
slul,tuu avgartionsl woula Lo s quired to accommodate thoe
Wasnireiton lanoraterics proponed to e trarslerrod.  There-
tore Lia wouid nave te spond ahout 5724,000 to refurbich
L

cro b o wake it Sose for ot laboratoriest tiahe



2207 ,40¢ couly possibly be scent to
trans aifected emr.loyees, Thercfiore 't could cust
about 3 refurbish the Taft Center aad move the
employees. Additicnal ‘ost such as for recruiting and

training employces and for contractina with private lab-
oratories for necessary services, will increase the cost
of transfierring the laboratories to Cincinnatti tc over $1
millien. This [qurL is twice the amount of the least
expensive Beltsville estimate.

The least expensive Beltsville estimate consists of
refurbishing the Pharmaccloay Laboratory building (build-
ing 225} and constructing an addition to hbuildina 449 to
accommodate the Analytical Chemistry Laboratory; the
estimated maximum cost for the necessary work is abouv
$425,000.

It appears that the effects ol the transfer on UPP':
pesticide program were not adequately considerced and there-
fore, if the transfer ts made, OPP'c pe=ticide carpabhility,
as well ac thr ¢ ity of other Govornment aagencies and

3 4

.
o
yraganization

ther Lo hindereag.

The loss of uniauely cualified staff; the time lost
recruiting and training new empiovess; the geccraphic dis
location from wWashinaton, wnich (s considercg "the peaticide
capital of the world"; and the 1o “f centacts with other
U.5. Government aaencles, brivate ocrations, and foreign
nations concerned with pesticides, 11 he detrimental to
EPA's pesticide control program.
RECOMMENDATIONS 70 THE_ADHINISTEATOF, EPA

In view of the costs of the transfer and various pro-
gram considerations--such ar Inss of unicquely quelified
staff and disruption of EPAY: pesticide control vregram

and the programs of ot! er Gove nment agenc‘'es ancd other
organizations--we recommend that the Administrater, EPA,
reconsider the propoesed leboratory transfer. Whatever |is
decided, the laboratories should be provided witn safe
facilities.,

Concerning the Tafit Center in Cincinnati, we recommend
tnat the Administrator, EPA, require the Director, Facilities
anu Support Services Division, to exniore the poosibility of
turning the Center over to the FDA, since FDA has told us

that it could use the entire Center

29



AubnCY LUMAL o

n oa mecting with LPA ctficials or #day 29, 1975, thr

Assistant Administrator for bleininag ard Management told usg
hat, if 1t zould be shown that it was more economical lor

C
tnr lavoratories to remarn in the Geltsville and washipngton
locations than fo Lrenster the laboratories to Cincinnati,
FEh woula cancel the proposed nove,

In o mee-ing witn otfi1cials tn LPA'S Factilities and
Supgort Services bivision on Junec 2, 1975, we were given

’ ?
LPA's revicod cozt cralys.s ol tnoe least expensive Belts-
ville option anu the cost ol woving to the Cincinnati: loca-
tion where LA plent to transter the laboratories.

The Beltsville option consists ol renovating the build-
ing housing the Pharmacoloay Laborotory thuilding 225),
movint the “numistry Loboratory from building 306 to build-
tnag 439 {en s 1nvolves constructina an oecdition), and reno-
vating the 5,300 ocTuLled LY o tnhe Jashington labouratories,

. clome oaney the Microbaaalogy
Latourator, sva Lart ob oo (e ristry Laboratory from pPeole--
ville ano tart o tne wathinaten laboratories Lo the Tott
Ceater an o wancinnatie The pnarnmacnlogy Laroravrory and part
ol =rne Coetisiry wabnrataory would Lo soved Lo an already
exicting pul!/ains an Beltoviile, ana tnhe pert of the wach-
INALCn lobCratorte repalhing would Stey i, their nresent
focation,

EbA's June 2 analysic of these teo options was a5
toilows,
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Butluing:
22% {¥Pharmacoloagy) 2,430 3,20y

Jub (Lnemistry) 4,70y €7,000
AUb eno JUTFA {(Microbicloay) 2,620 4,504
40y (Posticide storage) 1,400 1,700
South Agriculture 6,400 €L, 900
Stay at feltsville and woshington
Hot cauare Crocc Sauare
feaet {(note L) et fleoification

Buildinsg:
229 {vrnarmacolooy) 2,430 2,200 ds 55,001
e (re teocen
dvb ana 4uiA .

(ricrat toloay) 3,640 4 T,

' -
0% (Themactry) 4,400 6,500 RV I
south aariculiure O, uGU “y,ui 317,00k

’ uz/ G

MoV LInNg 3na aajustient 1n interagency oaareoment d,,hﬂh

Move to Linoinng f:

Wt osausre Groucs ncuore
tect (note by) feot Moosifrcotlen
Burlaing: T TTTTTTTTTTT Tt oTTTT o TmTmTmTmoTTmT T
Yaft lenter 1%,75%u 26,700 S6H27,u00
225 (relevse) U 0 4
306 (release) 0 ) 0
446 anu 407A
(Fharwacology
and Lhemistry) 3,630 4,500 €]
409 {(Animal) b, 150 1, 7t 10,000
south fgriculture
release) 0 u U
L3700
Relccstien costs 45 Quu teg 207,000
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dL;Ulilen? WS SCCuUr ane, roald onanne: (ll'{:('n-liﬁ(') on optioen
sclected,

}'_,.3': e Tyow

Cict.omated rculvelont aro: o ccuare foet,

df cutttcation of 2z2,vbUue roo, couare fert ool otel.,



towever, I'PA's cost analysis was agein based on aues-
le or incorrec¢t data. Therefore, after detailed dics-
. : .

'
St & s & e ) 171 P B
concarning 2a¢h f U , 1t was mutually agreec that
orrect analysin was as follows:
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Net sauare Lros8s sauyare
ieet teet

suileing:  TTTTTmmmmT TTTTTTr T
225 {Pharmacoclogyy} 2,400 2,400
206 {Chomiitry} 3.40u 5,uuu
406 ana 407A.l8 gi\)i)f(t,‘liﬂ_zy) 4,000 5.00U
40y (Pesticide stutaqel) 1,4ub 1,700
South Agriculture 5.200 7.700

S s I ERD
stay at bBe aCuvx;;v GG woSHInGLon

ol SR AN SR PP A ALl o i it Pt

Het atiare LGTess square
_teety ___feet livgification
suilaing: Tttt TTTTTTTTTTTT o TmemTmmT T
225 {(Fharr.acoloqgy) 2,100 2,500 $ 50,000
3U6 {release) U C 11}
406 andg 407A
(drcrobiology) 4,000 5,009
40v {Chemistry) 1,400 h,d0u0
Sout. Agracultirr L, o 7,7C0

slovina fron butlarny e to Lerlaine 4uy
Space use costa for loboratories

Yoyoe lU Cincinn-~t

flel wouare (Gross scuare
et feet ioGillcorricn
Builaing: TomTmoerTmm rmmmmmsmEomm mmem s sm e T
Taft Center 1o, noa 17,300 $41,000
225 (releasc} 0 ¥} Ny
306 (release) u o 0
406 and 407A
{Fharmacoloqgy
anua Chemistry) 4,00y 5,000 4
40% (Animal) el by 1,700 13,900
south Agriculture J,uup 4,400 180,030
605,000
Relecetion costs (this o Lhe maximuin
rolocation cost ntinate] 207,000
: 512,030
Space-use costs lor rewsinang loboratories in
Beltsville 35,000
doving conts f[or rematrand lobegstories in
seltsville 13,3500
Refurbisning builainy in Beltaville for Chemistry
Laborztory _ 35,000
Total 5857,000
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lude such costs as those for
ing of the
out to

-
Ridge Avenue facility for 5 mor g
iments, and
‘a
b

] Sf
private laboratories to make hegess
moving from the kiage Avenue tactili
If these costs were incluced, the Ci
be consicerably higher,

it Center.
tion would

the Beltsville option will cost at lecst $111,000 less
than the Cincinnati option, excluaing other ccsts mentionegd
above. Tne Acting Director, Facilities ang Suprnort Serv-
iceg Sivisicn, told us that thnereiore, on the basis of the
adjusted cost analysis, he would tell the Assistant
Administrator for Planning and Ménagement thet the transfer
from Beltsville and tazhinagton to Cincinnati could not he
justified on the basis of cconcmy.

L sm ey
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DANILL K. IMOUYE HAWAS RICHABD B BCMWLInGH, Phe

ERWLST ¥, HOLLINGS, §.C. HLNAY BILLION, ORLA WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510

BIRCH BAYM, IND.

THOMAS F. CRAGLITON, W,
LAWTON CRILLE, FLA.

JAMESD R, CALLOWAY
CHIFF COLHARIL AMD SVAPP DIRZCTOR

The Honorauwle Elmer B. Staats
f‘mm:"rnﬂpr General of tne United States
General Accounting Office

441 G Street
vashington, D.7, £0548

Dear iir. Staats:

T am writing in reference 1o the proposed transter of the
Environmental Protection Agency's llicrchiclogy and Cnemical Leboratories
from Geltsville, iaryland to Cincinatt,, Jrio. Emploveos of tne
Lavoratorics hava Deon aavised tnat they zall e transforred in Sae

o P
1374 Tiin 3 PUPS S,
i1Fiva Pi1e 15 Whao er x".} \,unu un-) RIRACERY

]

do not meet minipun snfcfv standards.

I aw inforiea that EPA has made no effort to ¢ctimate the
costs invelved in refurpisning toe ouildings to Lrin: tu:- un to
standara, nor any atteant to analyze taz cosis invel.nd in relozatinn

the erployess, 1 have reason {0 oclieve that the decision te move tne

iiicrooiology end Cnemical Laboratories 15 a policy one, sitn safety
stancards veing utilized as a rationalization, It iy of intercst to
note that a large, ne« office building sits wnused in Cincinatii,

I wisn to request that tiae Oencral lccounting (ffice
investigate the circunstances surrounding th1< nrapnsod rove, including
but not Tinited tor tae costs of refuruisain~ the szxisting facilities,
tne costs of relocating tne 2 nloyess, and o Cost caving -- 3§ 2n --

that will accrue by virtue of the relccating.

Your attention to this matter will, as alwavss, be ,reatlv
appreciated.

witihh best wishes,

,/ ¢ . {/;’ 4 ‘/4,(, (-
Charles cf. “‘athias, ‘r.
United Statec Tenater

Ciibug

tad
(Fal
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APrEaUIX II APPENDIX II

to ecascing focilities, This latest revised EPA
Laboratory Plan, d faveh 1974 {vneclosed), states
that the Beltsville site must be retained beeause f
ongoing pesticides programs ticd to existing agricui-
tural plots and orchards ot taat location. It also
concluded that the chewistry and microbiclozy activi=
ties wnich are not Oeo"'aphicn]ly dependent on their

3}

[l ol
o

[N

r-l

location will be

transicrred o available LPA-owned
space in Cincinnati, and that space presently occupied
in Buildings 225 and 306 will be turned back to USDA
as surplus to EPA needs

Answers to your specific quostions arc as follows:

P

1. Exactly vhat major def
£ EPA-occupied bujldin

CHCLCJ exist in each

Building 225 - Phav-rcolouy

This building is uscd {or high hazard occupancy
oce not meet minimun O5NA and EPA salety require-
menls for construction, ventilation, and exite, Sn noed -

caliy, tne rajor deficicuzive are:
1. The roof does not meet the requirements
of noncowbustible construction,

2. "here is an inzdequate supply of outside

-

alr to provide suflicient luboratory ventila=-
.

tion and wmake-up air to the fume hoods. Fume
hoods are either Snoperative or performing
bclow minimum safecty standards,

3. There is no second means of exiting from
twe laboratories,

4. There is no firve-rated partitionin ng
between high hazard and low or ordinar Yy
hazard operations in the building,
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5. There is no five supprossion system, such
as an overhead autoasatic sprivkler system,
instalied in the building,

Bualding 200 - Chasisiry

The FPA Iloboratorices in this building ave
classified as hoving hich hasord contents ant operatjions.
The buildiiz doos not r-eeb winimon OSHA and FPA gafery
roguiceneats for veatilocion and oxnits, and in certain
aspects of coustvuction, Specificaily, the wmajor delicien-

male-up aiv to the
seven fuae

gy - R
solety soondardrs,
E R T T
Avaw w7 e v W 3N s Vi Vo

tion svateor,
i

2. There is no sccor

laboratovieas., Als rridoy door €S€ TO0O
must be replaced and reversed to open in direction
of exit frow the laboratorics.

3. There is a requirement for instailing Class 'a!

and "B" [ive-rated doors and 2-hour fire-rated

partitiens in the moin corvdiors, lobbics and
estibules to control {ire spread and to assure
rotectaed egress froa all arcas of the building,

fire-yatced partitionin t
low or ordinary hazard opcrations

5. There is ro firce suppresgsion system, such acg
an overhead azutoratic sprinkler system, installed

in rhe building.
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AFPEnclx 11 APELNDIR IT
Corvections of Itews L, 3 and 5 woel require
a building-wide apprc ¢l in ovder to rovect al?
ocoupants and proorars in the puildin,, liers 2 and 4
“.’C":‘Ld I’}.’C‘\'j,dff (id(iiij\’}l!} R otectica Loy LA Cﬂ'ﬂP}.U)""’CS
- and projrdal.
. Ruildipe 402 =« Pntoondory
DA RO Ve T RPN 0Ly
This Luitding in clossificd as ordinary hazard
occupancy ona neets OSHA and P4 cafety sy cquiremonts
excopt for the followr op deoticicncies:
1. There is o reooulre: onl Lo replace two doors
at tho revond Dleis Jovel of the stariviay with
T=tous five-rated doors svingine in divection
of exit in ordew to previd: roady and protecied
cpress froam che buildineg freoa the cecont {loor.
1 (23] ' 1 el M
o LD s PO fLoLod 100Dy 0 Coress Lrom Do
basoiv at,
Puidld - 404 « Greomniinoer
1. There is no second wmeans of exit from a
laboratory.
2. Theie is no {ire-rated pavtitcioring around
laboratory.
Building 409 = Storage
Thie buiiding has high harard contents and wects
OSHA and LPA safcety standards cxcept there is no fiive-
»

rated partitioning boetuveen the storage reoem and office.

erofilined
poor quality.
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All othrr buildings and facilitices occupicd by
EPA at the Beltsville site mect OSliA and EPA sulety
requirecirents, ercopt for possibly minor deficicencies

in some locations

2. How many other EFA huildirgs have becen surveyed
aud how many of thew meetr safety standarde?  Doos EPA
have plans to correct saflcely deficiencies at those
locations, other than loTL“.']lc, where tajor delicien-
ciecs exist? If so, what arc the plans?

EPA has caployces in sorme 72 geographical location
Safety surveys have been conducted at 46 of those loca-
tions vhere the major couneeniration of erployees and
program activicics exist. Safety surveys are planned
for the vewsining 20 locations vhich ave mainly 1 to &
nan operations such as stute liaison oflices, poesticides
inspectors oifices, cic,

40 3.oc:".’ons L"‘U(*y(:d x;'Jﬁo“ def
i

ed

;—r.

_ Since 1972, EPA has lad plans to cerrect identif
wajor safcly dCELC1£ﬂLAPb by various wmeans JncluJing
replacing or upgrading an existing substandard facili
on the ccononics and the program need to
remain at the location, or relocating the »rogramn activi-
ties to a different lccation where safe and adoquare
tions and facilities utilicavion requircients.  The EPA
Laboratery Plans of Novembor 1972 and March 1674, as
submitted to the OMB and the Congressional Approykla-

Lions Subcommittees, ave cvvidence of this planning process.
Many locations have already boen closed out with other
in proceuss ol beins relocated.
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Finally, as indicated above, the Cincirnatl options
are the Lost cconuaical ang provide safle {acilitics.
Becausc of vecoul orpaninational chanyes in Cincinnati,
ve are now exploving prosyvan relatiouship to dobdsnine
the best spacific Tocation in Cincinncui for the

£ 1 can be of furtbher assistance.
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Sincercly yours,

- L2 .
Alvin T, Alm
Asaistent Adininicstrator

Fa

for Plivming & inagonent
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APELHDIX 111

APPENDIN TII

Ing e},

1. oune E£BA laboratory in beltsville colleberatea in & stoeay
with USDA's Agricultural Eescarch Service of tne Jdeatnrs
of premature 1nfants in a nunuer ol hospirtel: an s
country. Toagether they sccumulated the sclentif ic aate
needed to solve the oroblem CoUSen Dy USLAO ¢ COMTCrclal
fuagicide on infsnt wore ane preventes furtner cveethe,
vhos study was done ocuickly {1in & matter of werks) ana

etticiently pecausc
the two unite.

This same LPA laboratory

cf the

and

cloze coot.araticr. cetwooen

the Service colliobaratean

in @ stuay which invelved thne aeaths of tnouvsonds of
beef coattle in the western Uniteo states,

3. The same ErA laboratory and the Service furnisnce daca
on a cancer-ceusing cumpound with rerneact to 1te occour-
rence end [ormation in tunaiciars whtca roy o used on
at fecast Su prrcent of tie doticn's foce opre i3
Uébtd Webd Quvelcosag Lhrouagh tac intora sl &
sczentxfic tueesS, tReeries, ona w-te e lween N
USiLA. The Gota resultec in dprortaent rul lioctico
SEinT 135uUsd ana 1 NUW LOIlOrancen’ of 1L fet 1Cr the
funaciciues acst widely weed on the wation'e tocs
supply end has ceusta ¢ worlawige review of the uzes of
these tuniiciues.

4, EFA gave USEA etz on 6u0U,0UY acrozols conzinred to the
Depa.taent of Defense.,  USDA a=he CPA'Ss veltoville
leboratory to evalucte the rnalytical methoa onc
analyze a representative sennle of the errocclce. The
laboratory founu the aerosols Lo nove o =esticiue
centent accontable to the Lepertnent of Lcotento, s

anu Lhe
ULoA

product.
meLung.,

r tme
inuer

LA

gnutecturc
[=1y] ilﬂ

1S weveldpt

Erate seolisvy
ana .nformal
ultraviolet,
tho

atiOH

itle
1y, 8¢
ang
1apor~Lory
vallenle to Uvbﬂ 0
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APPENDIX I1I APPCRDIX III

7. The EPA laboratory has worked c¢losely with USDA in
developing methoas for analyzina chemi~als which are
highly toxic and thouse which cause birth defects,

8. LPA's Beltsville labecratories routinely anzlyzoe USDA
grains for pesticide resiaves., Tne food prrocessed from
these grains ts used to feed a larae segment of our
~ untry'‘s nonulatlnn an that o¢f underdeveloped ne-
ticens. USDA sayes it is essontial thot EPA have ¢ close
physical relationsnhip with USDA, teo etficiently ang
gulckly pass on information to it with respect to hearm-
ful resicues.

Y, "pPA's Beltsville laboratories have arranged many Sem-
inars for poth EPA's ana USGCA's cscientific rersonnel
who have mutual 1nterect in the chemistry of pesti-
cides ang their relatiovn to tne health cf the country,

10. L[PA's Beltsville laboratories anc USLA, tocether, heve
generated 1rportant vats on the cffect of cesticiue
cross~-contarinetion in egsiculeursl! fcecrmuletions,

1

1

[

1.

3.

AN
-

£
LrA aavelcces Lhe tecnnivue of awiecoion and, tos<ther
with USDA, snowea the etfects of 3 contaginaticn in
fat residues of beef cottle o tie ited States,

[y
(g
SR

-

EPA's Beltsville loboralories worked closely with USGA
in ¢valuatin? o now lervval fly wecia, walch 13 usea in
feoaring nouscilics for stancaercas LKSEs th ¢veluatino
new insecticides.

LEA'S Beltsville laborsturies routinely {urnish UsShA
with such services eradicating rats, mice, anc irds
in DSA*s granary end ccultry units. Such services
allow USDA to effectively carry on certain research
prearams whici are valuable to agriculturel arcwth in
tni1s country. sSuch ¢

]

ryices also save USLY constider-
able smounts of Tone;7 whiicn Can e afflizu (U
agricultural rescercn,

(I

EPA's Pelteville laccreatories heve given Jo0A 1Toortant
scientific ceta with rescect to JSGA's search for
alternatives to the cyanide~-cartridade qun ,0r nredater
centrol.

EFA'S Celtsville lubwrator:ies have given USDa imoortent
2dvice on sinislzing ccer uamage to truit tree orchards.
inis agvice not only saves ULSDA's research in this area
Lut also results in 2 consideracle cost savina wnich
canoce anplien to furtner fryulg LTS roSearch.
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In, LEAa's Beltsville laboraturies a1a viIiral roecteactive

polic recovery studico fLr LSLY . “hil Gote wal aeig -
aled af part of 0SB 'c Tiae FloanT colid=welts tsiudin g
experiment.

15, LPA's EBolesoville loborateorics ove uate tiv tomacet, of
UsShDA-developed insect attractenti--dlstcorlure i(ncoev
noth), phenethyloropionate {(JIapenese beetlel, ang

ptyl putyrate (vellaw-jacest wase), Yoen ininrzticr
is vatél to USLA, LEA, anG onvitornmentel argurs throuchn-
out the country with respect to deveicrina oicvluaiceld
nest controls.

17. LrA's Geltsville laooratories routinciv farntiern tecnh-
nical assistance to USDA'S poultry entisere orogron
{tor poultry virusesj.

13. EPA's Deltsville ‘taboratories heve {uvrntchea "302 witn
toxicity deta on createe Se2w corn for coartability oc
livestock feed,

19, ©PA's peltsvillo leoarltories azus Lnon oant fcr ovoln-
atina hann-w snina Icttons used in Loos-rrogcen~:ing
plan s, PFLA will rroodoly Use Tr1T Gote wion evolust-
1n9 itary conuitions of frog-rrocaning ceranlyon-
ments.

20. F[CPA's fettsville 1énoratories 2o talG UnLAts Jddaricoel-
tural Znvironmental Quolity Instrtule cond “he Yeterinery
Science Laporatory in Beltsville witi. over 114 rezt-
claer standards in the 1lost veir. sory of tie~o oor-
coundas are not rec ully avatllanle 1o (3L rar g,
avatlable to LPA's PLeltsville lacvurzeories



APPLNDIX IV APPENDIX IV

PRINCIPAL EPA OF.ICIALS
RESPONSIBLE FUR ACTIVITIES
DISCUSSED IN THIS REPORT

Tenure of office

Eron 7o
ADMINISTRATOR:
Russell . Trair Sept. 1473 Present
ASSISTANT ADMINISTRATOK FOR
PLALNING Anly HANAGLMENT:
Alvin L. Aln Julvy  1%73 Precent
DEPUTY AGSISTANT ADmINISTRATOK
FOR ADMINISTRATION:
acwara M. #Messner Jan. 1471 Present
ASSISTANT ADMINLSTIRATOK FOK
WATER AND HAZSMEDOUS MALIERIALS:
James 1. Agce July 1ly74 it sent
CLPUTY ACSISTANL AGHINISTRATOR
FOR PLSTICIDL FRUGRAMS:
Cuawin L. Johnuoon Apr. 1975 Present
Eowin L. Jonnoon {scting oS 1974 Arr. 1945





